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The same misuse of the word ' highest' in an absolute
sense, instead of relatively to the other incitements in each
act of choice, leads to Professor Sidgwick's final argument:
viz. that it is against common sense to affirm that the higher
motive ought always to prevail over the lower: inasmuch
as this would require us to banish ' all natural impulse in
favour of reason/ and fetch in the supreme spring of action
to work the most insignificant problems: in other words,
never to descend from the top of the scale. This objection
has already been under consideration; and I have nothing
fo add to the reasons before assigned for treating the natural
impulses as the data of our moral problem, and not (except
within certain narrow specified limits) turning them out
among the quczsita; i. e. for not meddling with the relative
quantity of our motives, if only their quality receives its due.
As I do not admit' Reason' to be a spring of action at all,
it would indeed be strange in me to * suppress the natural
impulses in its favour:' the only effect would be to stop the
clock altogether.

Throughout his criticism Professor Sidgwick has lost
sight of the place which I expressly reserve for his utili-
tarian canon of consequences^ and has argued as if I proposed
to work out a code of morals from intuitive data. He does
not notice the fact that I only give priority to the canon of
obligation proper^ and contend that consequences to the
general happiness can carry no obligation, unless the altndstic
affections are in their nature invested with authority over
impulses that conflict 'with them; so that we must go to the
scale of impulses before we proceed to the reckoning of
consequences. In reading so bare an outline of doctrine
as the Essay presents on which he is commenting, this
feature might perhaps easily escape attention. Yet the
definition of right and wrong with which his quotation
closes is immediately followed by these qualifying words:
* this [definition], however, though of very wide application,
will not serve for the solution" of every problem. There are
cases in which one and the same principle has the choice of